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TribUne Broadcastinq Company ("Tribune") submits these

Reply comments to respond briefly to a number ot inaccurate and

mi.leading atate.enta in the Comments ~ilad by the O~fic. o~ the

commissioner of Baseball (IIMLB") in this Dock_t on A}n"il 11,
1994.

While eX~laininq, correctly, that a talevi.ion station

considers a number of factors in decidinq whether to bid for the
right. to i;.lev!se baseball CJ&lIlI!S, and how many to carry (Colllllents

at 8-9), MLB cites its favorite scapegoat - Buperetatione -.a a

substantial factor in cauaing any undeairable migrat.ion of aportg

telecasts the Commie.ion mi9ht find. MtB'. c~iticiama are

unsubstantiated and unwarranted.

a. -*1; Iq.ouqh Bpsc;lu.i.yity.·

MLB has the audaoity to accuse the commi••ion of

contributing to "a laok or interest on the part ot some

broadca.~.r. in televising basQball." MLB Comments at 14. The
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Commis.ion earned this ccnd.mnat1on, MLB explains, by denying

MLBlg petition in CSR-3441. There, MLB asked the FCC to rule

that the home and visitinq teams- ••parate telecasta of the same

ba••ball game are the same "network program ll tor purpo... of the

network nonduplicat1on rules. ~., 14-~6. The Co~i••ion denied

the petition, correctly concludinq that MLB sought to stretch the

definition ot "network proqram" beyond reooqnition. Maior LOAquf

Da8ebol!, 6 FCC Red 5573 at ! 11, &9 R.R.2d 1242, 1244 (1991).

MLB now sugqa.t. (Comments at 15-16) tha~ the 1991

decision con~ributed to ••varal 8tationa- recent decisions to

discontinue their baseball telecasts or reduce the number ot

gam•• they carry. However, MLD fails to point to a ainqle

station that claim. its actions had anything to do with the

inabili~y to black out game. in the manner sought by MLB (j.e.,

in the small n~r of ca... where both the local station and a

Kuper.tation televi•• the 8ame game). Indeed, in the MAior
League Baleball proceedinq, Tribune demonstrated that XPLR-TV,

St. Louis was televisinq a disproportionately large number of

qame. again8t the Naw York Mets, Atlanta Brave. and Chicago CUbs

- all teams whose ~ame. are carried on 8uperstations.

(Opposition of Tribune Broadcastinq Company to Petition for

Speoial Relief, filed october 4, 1990, at 16-17.).

Thus, it 18 lUdi~rou. for MLB to suqQest that -the

• This remains t.rue in 1.994. Fully 2!5' of IO'LR-TV'e 60-g".e
telecast schedule thie year conaiQts ot Hets, Braves and CUb.
qam•••
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Commmi••ionrs refusal to prot.ect tbe oroac1ca.at.r.' 8Xmlua1vityU

ia "en important. faotor n that must be con8ider.~ in all••••inq

mi9raticn (MLB Comment. at ~5). The "exclusivit.y· ~e commieeion

aasertedly failed to ul't'otect· never exi.teCl - it was a ne.w riqht

to black out competinq telecasts that. MLB _ought to create

throuqh a grote_que conatruction of the network nonduplica~ion

rules. The Commission hall concluded that sa9~inq ratinqs, not a

shortaqe ot "exclusiVity," are tha probable reason there are more

qamee on cabla talevision today. Xnt.r~ Report &~ ! 44.

Finally, if years of super.tation t.lecast. have the

inevitable result of suppres8inq local telecaats and depressing

ratinqs, as MLB suqgests, one wo~aera why tha Colorado Rockie&

expan.ion club 1s now televising 80 gam•• _ year (well above the

KLB averaqe, .a. MLB Comments, Exhibit 1), wi~ excellent

ratings. and record-breakinq home attendanoe.

B. legion'] TV Nel:wQrkII.

MLB asserts tha~ 8uperlltation baaeball telecasts are a

"key factor rt in raduoinq 100a1 stations' int.r••t in talavisin;

baseball q..... Comaants at 18-~9. !ntereetingly, MLB rails to

mention the i_pact ot the BSPN teleoasts (which la8~ year were

carried tour days a week, with doubleheaders an two nigbts) or

regional oable network telecast••

• Tribuna's KWGX-TV, Denver ia the Rockie.- flaQship station.
It. Rocki•• ~eleoasts in 1993 averaged a 9 ratin9 and 21 share.
Thi. year, the averaqe for eiqht qa.:ma.. haSi been a l~ rat.in'i and
26 ahara.
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MLB then acCuses sup.ratation. of a confliot of

inter.st in hindering the development of reqional broadcast

network., noting that of the seven clubs who bave no such

n.~work8, six have superstations as their flag_hips. ~., 19.

HLB'. stataments are miSleadinQ and'in so•• ca••• erroneoua.

Tr1~une stations bold the riqht to televi.. game. of

tour of the six ~...a cited by MLB. In only one case, involvinq

the Cb1oaqo cues, does the television station control the

regional broadcast network riqhta by contract, and in that oa••

the atation do•• not, in fact, act as .ark.~in~ ag.nt.~ Aa KLB

1s well aware, in ehe other cas•• - the White sox, Dodqers and

Angela - the rights are r.tained and con~rolled by ~he club,

whioh is· free to exploit them.
The MLB Comments contain other error.. In the oa•• ot

~he White Sox, there 1& a reqional broadcast n.~work, albeit a

small network of two stations. It exists, however, a••pit. the

taQt the White Sox flag_hip atation i. a supers~a~ion. In the

cas. of the CUbs, there is no regional network this year, ~hou;h

there was such a network un~il 1993 and the intention ia to

r ••uma network operations in 199~. Sta~ionsl 1ack or interest in

talavisinq the gaa•• - cau••4 primarily by the CUbs t on-the-field

perfo~nce, law rating. and the state of the local aport.

advartis!nq marke~ - is the primary reason there is no Chicaqo

Cube Television Network ~is year.

• Tribune Bnter~ainm.nt Company, a Tribune subsidiary, market.
these teleoast ri~h~••
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There is no fac~ual basi- tor MLB'. assertion that

WGN'e auperatation status doomed the CUba network'. operations.

Indeed, considering tbat WGN-TV has been available to cable

operators by .a~ellite since 1978 and was available by microwave

long before that, i~ would be difficUlt to make the argua.n~

credibly that this effect was felt for the first time in 1994.

similarly, HLB's &88ertion (Comments at 20) that WGN

refused to permit network non~uplication protection, resulting in

~h. aemi.e of tbe CUbs' regional broadcast network in 1994, 1s
unattribu~.~ and unverified hearsay. Like MLB'a other claims

that superstation8 are re.ponsible for a reduc~ion in the amount

of baseball shown over the air, these claims do not prov14. a

basis tor disturbinq any of the Commission's previous find1nq8.

C~us%QH

In its XnGer~ RftPOrt in this Docket, the co.-i••ion

observed that the phenomenon of sports migration in baseball, to

the exeent it exista, deties simple explanation and varies tro.
market to market. Tribune endorses the commi••ion'. daoision in

the toterim Report to continue to monitor this i ••ue closely,

~., ! 44, and urges the OommissiQn to continue its scrutiny of

sports migra~ion trends. At the same ti.e, the commisaion should

reject MLB's attempt, without banetit of evidentiary aupport, to

have it both ways -- by denying that any miqration proble.
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eXiet:!I, while urging that suparstation telecasts are a "key
factor" in any migration problem that the Commission may find to

exist.

Respeotfully submitted,
TRIBUNE BROADCASTING COMPANY

By
Charla
435 N Michiqan Avenue
Chicaqo, Illinois 60611
(312) 233-4121

Its Att.orney

Dated: April 26, 1994
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